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To the first part of Mr. Jinnah's amendment Mr. Desai himself
moved an amendment that the Assembly should " refrain from
expressing any opinion at the present juncture either accepting or
rejecting the Communal Award ". This was rejected by 84 votes
to 44. The House then divided on the first part of Mr. Jimiah's
amendment, which was that " This Assembly accepts the Communal
Award, so far as it goes, until a substitute is agreed upon by the
various communities concerned ". This was adopted by 68 votes to
15. The House then divided on the second and third parts of
Mr. Jinnah's amendment taken together. These were adopted by
74 votes to 58. The second part declared that as the scheme of
provincial Government included " various objectionable features"
it would " not satisfy any section of Indian opinion " unless these
features were removed. The third part described the scheme of
Central Government or All-India Federation as *' fundamentally bad
and totally unacceptable ", and declared that " immediate efforts
ghould be made to consider how best to establish in British India
alone real and complete responsible government ".

During the course of the session the Opposition carried several
divisions against Government. The most important of these was
perhaps that involving the repudiation by 66 votes to 58 of the
Supplementary Trade Agreement of the 9th January 1935 with His
Majesty's Government in the United Kingdom. The Agreement was
supported by Mr. (now Sir Hormusji) Mody, an expert on Indo-
British trade relations. The chief point made by the Opposition was
that the Agreement was one-sided and against India's interests in
that, where it provided for positive advantages, these were to accrue
to the United Kingdom with no corresponding concessions to India.

The expenditure budget proposals presented on the 28th
February afforded relatively little scope for criticism. A striking
and novel feature was the allotment of Its. 1 crore out of the
surplus of the year 1934-35 to the provinces for the economic develop-
ment and improvement of rural areas; it was generally conceded that
this constituted "a step in the right direction. Criticism was mainly
directed to the decision not to continue the emergency cut in Govern-
ment servants' pay and to the failure to remove mor6 than one-third
of the emergency surcharge on income-tax. During the course of
the debate substantial alterations were made by the Assembly in the